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APPENDIX HI
EXAMPLES OF COMMENTS RECEIVED ON DRAFT PLAN
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Whats Your Opinion? We would like to kiow which aspeers of each alternative you favor or dislike.

Do you have conmments Too much improvement and infrastructure changes which will

on Alwrnative 1 adversely affect the quality of life of Ridgefield residents.
Reuniting the Fistorie

Landscape with the Art

it {nspired?

130 you have cortiencs Same as above
on Alermgive 2:

Presencng Weir Farm

a8 2 “Work of Arg”

Of the three options, this appears to be the least disruptive

30 you have conunents

““Ahﬁ”ﬂwf& to the community. Although Weir Farm is a potential asset
Protecting a Culrural to the community, the opportunity to make it a liability is )
Resource? greater. The preservation of Weir Farm should be the objective.

In an effort to expand the objectives, many of the quality of
life opportunities in the Ridgefield community will be destroyed.
The improvement of Weir Farm should not be to the detriment of
the town. The potential lack of sensitivity of Federal
Government efforts is always a fear of the community.

I would like to see a low profil effort with art exhibits and
art education. :

Ryer.
5 East Ridge
Ridgefield

(¥}
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT

STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION .
CONNECTICUT HISTORICAL COMMISSION

July 27, 1994

Ms. Marie Rust
Regional Director
National Park Service
15 State Street
Boston, MA 02109-3672

Subject: Weir Farm National Historic Site
Ridgefield and Wilton, CT

Dear Ms. Rust:

The State Historic Preservation Office has reviewed the draft
General Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement prepared
by the National Park Service regarding the above-named property.
In the opinion of the State Historic Preservation Office, the
draft plan is consistent with the programmatic memorandum of
agreement ratified by the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the National Park Service, and the National
Conference of State Historic Preservation Officers.

This office strongly supports and endorses alternative 1 as the
preferred management and development plan for this important
historic site. Alternative 1 most effectlvely and efficiently
addresses both Section 106 and programmatic. memorandum of
agreement historic preservation requirements,

We look forward to a long-term partnership with the National Park
Service regarding the continued preservation and public
interpretation of the Weir Farm National Historic Site.

For further information please contact Dr. David A. Poirier,
Staff Archaeologist.

Sincerely,

Dawn Maddox
Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

DAP

TEL: (203} 566-3005
59 SOUTH PROSPECT ST. — HARTFORD, CONN. (6106

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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l‘,‘ﬁ; UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
g REGION |
Yo m‘éj _ J.F. KENNEDY FEDERAL BUILDING, BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02203-2211
AYS 6 R T

Sarah Olson, Superintendent

Weir Farm National Historic Site
735 Nod Hill Road

Wilton, CT 06897

re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement -~ Weir Farm National
Historic Site, General Management Plan

Dear Ms. QOlson:

The Environmental Protection Agency, New England Region, in
accordance with our responsibilities wunder ' the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 309 of the Clean Air
Act has reviewed the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the

~Weir Farm National Historic Site, General Management Plan.

Based on our review, we find that the draft Environmental Impact
Statement adequately addresses the issues within our jurisdiction
and areas of expertise. We support the commitment by the Naticnal
Park Service (NPS) in the General Management Plan to avoid adverse
impacts to wetlands, to protect groundwater and surface water
quality by replacing or improving existing septic systems, and the
NPS objective of promoting visitor use of public transportation to
the Weir Farm National Historic Site. Therefore, we have rated
this project "Lack of Objections - Adequate" (LO-1l). Please see
the attached rating sheet for a full explanation of this rating.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this draft Environmental
Inpact Statenent. Plzzecz  contact Stevea John of LPATS
Environmental Review Program (617/565-3426) if you have any
questions about our comments.

Sincerely,

\o \\\/\

John P. Devillars
Regional Administrator

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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STATE OF CONNECTI
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL

BUREAU OF PARK3 AND RECREA)
June 21, 1994

Ms. Sarah Olson, Superintendent
Weir Farm National Historic Site
735 Nod Hill Road

Wilton, CT 06897

Dear Sarah:

Thanks for the opportunity to review the Weir Farm Swmary

Management Plan/EIS. ith the th
Alternative 1 is the t desi option, slthough the State

DEP with ite derious budgetary limitatidhs weuld have had to
settle for a scaled-back Alternative 3 at best! Our main concern
is with the protection of the physical sita itself and therefore
we are pleased to see that no new structures are recommended
within this smgll, fragile property. 1 might add my prediction
that the proposed administration/maintenance building on Weir
Farm Lane with Alternative 2 probably would not be acceptable to

the neighbors.

Where to locate the proposed visitor center/administration and
maintenance complex is of course your problem and one requiring a
palancing of preferred proximity, availability, size, physical
character, political and zoning acceptability, and ready
vehicular access. At one end of the gpectrum, an adjecent
property meeting satisfying most of thase issues way not be
availabla and at the other end Branchville may be too far
removed (although potantially ideal from parking, vehicular
access and zoning. standpoints). Perhaps something along 014
Branchville Raad near the Junction of Nad Hill Road should be
considered, as the proposed construction of new Route 7 in this
vicinity may encourage some property owners to congider selling

and ralecating. ‘

I'd be interested in your reaction.

Sincerely,

J epn i:jEZ1

state Park Planner

JH/sde

cr: file

{ Frinted on Recycied Paper)
79 Elm Street * Hanford. CT DRNG
AR Egual Uppertunity Emplover
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PROVIDEY US A",
RARE OPPORTUNITY T
| WﬁQ‘ PORTUNITY TO
. COMMENMORATE THE

QUIET MARRIAGE
OF ART AND
TENDED LA'NDSCAIPE_
- . THAT SO CLEA_R.LY '
DEFINED THE AMERICAN
_ IMP]&ESSIONI.ST ’
MOVEMENT.
“BY HONORING :
. THE VISION OF
J. ALDEN WEIR

AND THE LAND THAT HE

LOVED SO WELL,
WE COMMEMORATE
SOME OF OUR-OWN
BEST INSTINCTS TOWARD.
THE NVATU.R.AL“.\XIORLD.'

—Senator Joseph Lieberman

F

. “Wzir FarM NATIONAL

HisTorIC SITE

735 NQD'I“II.L'L- ROAD
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